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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 30 
September 2005 has been entered. 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of its length. Correction is 
required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-8 and 10-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Takahashi et al. (U.S. 5,838,342). 

Takahashi et al. discloses: 
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With regards to claim 1 , an ink jet printing apparatus which forms an image on a 
print medium by moving a print head (fig. 5, element 24) having an array of nozzles (fig. 
15, n) and the print medium relative to each other and at the same time ejecting ink 
droplets from the nozzles according to print data of the image to be printed, the ink jet 
printing apparatus comprising: 

nozzle information generation means (CPU 102, column 11, lines 23-24) for 
generating nozzle information representing an ejection characteristic of each nozzle 
according to a result of measuring a landing state of each of dots formed by the ink 
droplets which are ejected from the nozzles of the print head onto the print medium by 
measuring the landing state corresponding to each of the (CPU 102 receives density 
data from a density unevenness correction section shown in fig. 7, see column 12, lines 
36-48 and column 14, lines 1-13 and generates nozzle information from the density 
data, column 19, lines 9-65, the density data is obtained by measuring a landing state of 
each dot, column 14, lines 1-13); 

estimation means (CPU 102, column 11, lines 23-24) for estimating, based on 
the nozzle information generated by the nozzle information generation means and the 
print data, an effect that the ink droplet ejected from each nozzle has on the image to be 
formed (CPU 102 receives density data from a density unevenness correction section 
shown in fig. 7, see column 12, lines 36-48 and column 14, lines 1-13 and generates 
nozzle information from the density data, column 19, lines 9-65) 

correction information means ( CPU 102) for generating correction information to 
correct an ink ejection condition of each nozzle according to a result of estimation by the 
estimation means (column 19, line 66-column 20, line 8) and 
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control means (102) for controlling a driving of the nozzles according to the print 
data and the correction information (column 20, lines 4-8). 

With regards to claim 2, the nozzle information generation means determines, as 
the nozzle information representing the ejection characteristic of each nozzle, an 
amount of deviation between an ideal landing position on the print medium of the ink 
droplet ejected from each nozzle of the print head and an actual landing position of the 
ink droplet on the print medium (column 1, lines 31-43 and column 14, lines 10-13 and 
32-35, the nozzle information generation means determines the density, which 
represents a variation in landing position of droplets from an ideal position). 

With regards to claims 4 and 5, the estimation means at least analyzes a 
component affecting a print density on the print medium, wherein the component is a 
range of print area to be printed by the ink dot and an area overrunning the range of 
print area (a test pattern is printed from all nozzles and measured, column 19, lines 3-8 
and fig. 28). 

With regards to claim 6, the correction information generation means generates, 
based on an estimated result from the estimation means, the correction information to 
correct the ink ejection conditions of nozzles unable to produce an ideal landing state 
(column 20, lines 1-8). 

With regards to claims 7, 8, 10 and 1 1, a method involving performing the 
functions outlined above as steps for forming an image in an ink jet printer. 

With regards to claims 12 and 13, an ink jet printing apparatus which forms an 
image on a print medium by moving a print head (fig. 5, element 24) having an array of 
nozzles (fig. 15, n) and the print medium relative to each other and at the same time 
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ejecting ink droplets from the nozzles according to print data of the image to be printed, 
the ink jet printing apparatus comprising: 

grayscale correction means (CPU 102) for performing an ink dot grayscale 
correction according to density difference data representing a density difference 
between an actual density of an ink dot formed on the print medium and an ideal density 
of the dot (column 12, lines 49-67, column 20, lines 60-65 and column 19, lines 64-65); 

deviation correction means (CPU 102) for performing a dot deviation correction 
based on deviation data representing an amount of deviation, or a difference, between 
an actual landing position of an ink dot formed on the print medium by the ink droplets 
ejected from each nozzle and an ideal landing position of the ink dot (column 1 , lines 
31-43, column 14, lines 10-13 and 32-35); and 

control means (CPU 102) for selectively causing the deviation correction means 
to execute the dot deviation correction according to the amount of deviation and for 
controlling the grayscale correction means and the deviation correction means 
according to at least the density £iifferent\nd the amount of deviation (column 20, lines 



wherein the amount of deviation is an amount which is obtained according to a 
result of measuring a landing state of each of the dots formed by the ink droplets 
ejected from nozzles of the print head onto the print medium by measuring the landing 
state corresponding to each of the nozzles (column 1, lines 31-43, column 14, lines 10- 
13 and 32-35). 

With regards to claims 23 and 24, a method involving performing the functions 
outlined above as steps for forming an image in an ink jet printer. 



60-65); 
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With regards to claim 14, when the amount of deviation of an ink dot of interest is 
found to be greater than a predetermined value, the control means causes the deviation 
correction means to execute the dot deviation correction (when the value is greater than 
an average value, correction is performed, column 19, lines 54-63). 

With regards to claim 15, the deviation correction means corrects an ink ejection 
condition of at least one influencing nozzle that adversely affects an ink dot of interest in 
landing on the ideal landing position (column 20, lines 4-8). 

With regards to claim 16, the at least one influencing nozzle includes at least one 
of a nozzle for ejecting an ink droplet to form the ink dot of interest and adjoining 
nozzles (column 21, lines 8-13). 

With regards to claims 17 and 18, when the amount of deviation exceeds 10% or 
25% of a nozzle pitch, the control means causes the deviation correction means to 
execute the dot deviation correction (Takahashi et al. corrects errors which cause a 
difference in density, a deviation greater than 10% or 25% causes a deviation in 
density, for example, an error of 1,000% would read on the claims and would surely be 
corrected by Takahashi et al.). 

With regards to claim 19, the grayscale correction means corrects, based on the 
density data, an ink ejection condition of a nozzle corresponding to the density data 
(column 20, lines 4-8). 

With regards to claim 20, the deviation correction means increases or decreases 
a volume of an ink droplet ejected from an influencing nozzle according to the amount of 
deviation, the influencing nozzle being a nozzle that adversely affects an ink dot of 
interest in landing on the ideal landing position (column 20, lines 66-67). 
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With regards to claim 21, the grayscale correction means increases or decreases 
a volume of ink droplet ejected from the influencing nozzle according to a magnitude of 
the density difference (column 20, lines 66-67, changing drive pulse or width affects the 
drop size). 

With regards to claim 22, the control means controls the deviation correction 
means and/or the grayscale correction means according to nozzle information 
representing at least one ejection characteristic of each nozzle (density data represents 
an ejection characteristic of the nozzle), the at least one ejection characteristic including 
at least one of an ink ejection enable/disable decision for each nozzle and a size and/or 
shape of an ink dot (size and/or shape, column 14, lines 10-14 and 32-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takahashi et al. in view of Shioya (PGPUB 2001 -0003458 A1 ). 

Takahashi et al. discloses everything claimed, including that the nozzle 
information generation means determines a size or shape of an ink dot (column 14, 
lines 10-14 and 32-35), with the exception of determining an ink ejection enable/disable 
decision for each nozzle. 
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Shioya discloses determining an ink ejection enable/disable decision for each 
nozzle based on a density difference (fig. 9, step S904). If a density difference is large, 
a disable decision is made and a complementary printing process is performed, while if 
the density difference is small, ink volume change is made to correct the density 
difference. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to incorporate the teachings of Shioya into the invention of Takahashi et 
al. for the purpose of enabling an image of good quality to be produced even when a 
nozzle has failed to such a degree that a density difference cannot be corrected through 
drop volume modulation (page 8, section 0104 and 0082). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 30 September 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are respectfully not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Takashi does not measure the landing state of each of the 
dots by measuring the landing state corresponding to each nozzle. 

As admitted by applicant, "Takahashi corrects an image formed by a plurality of 
dots ejected by individual nozzles by reading the density" (see page 24, second to last 
paragraph of remarks). 

A discussion of the term "landing state" follows and through such discussion, it 
will be shown that the term "landing state" encompasses the density of the droplets; 
thus it will be shown that Takahashi teaches the claimed invention. 
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Words of the claim are generally given their ordinary and customary meaning, 
unless it appears from the written description that they were used differently by the 
applicant. Where an applicant chooses to be his or her own lexicographer and defines 
terms with special meanings, he or she must set out the special definition explicitly and 
with "reasonable clarity, deliberateness, and precision" in the disclosure to give one of 
ordinary skill in the art notice of the change. See Teleflex Inc. v. Ficosa North America 
Corp., 299 F.3d 1313, 1325, 63 USPQ2d 1374, 1381 (Fed. Cif. 2002), Rexnord Corp. v. 
Laitram Corp., 274 F.3d 1336, 1342, 60 USPQ2d 1851, 1854 (Fed. Cir. 2001), and 
MPEP 21 1 1 .01 . Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 2 nd paragraph, "It is applicant's burden to 
precisely define the invention and not the examiner's." In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 
1056, 44 USPQ2d 1023, 1029 (Fed. Cir. 1997). There, it would not be proper for the 
examiner to give words of the claim special meaning when no such special meaning 
has been defined by the applicant in the written description. 

The examiner contends that applicant has not provided an explicit definition in 
the written description for this term found in the claims. 

Office personnel are to give claims their broadest reasonable interpretation in 
light of the supporting disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d 
1023, 1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997). Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited 
in the claim are not read into the claim. E-Pass Techs., Inc. v. 3Com Corp., 343 F.3d 
1364, 1369, 67 USPQ2d 1947, 1950 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (claims must be interpreted "in 
view of the specification" without importing limitations from the specification into the 
claims unnecessarily). In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-551 
(CCPA 1969). See also In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321-22, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 
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(Fed. Cir. 1989) ("During patent examination the pending claims must be interpreted as 
broadly as their terms reasonably allow.... The reason is simply that during patent 
prosecution when claims can be amended, ambiguities should be recognized, scope 
and breadth of language explored, and clarification imposed.... An essential purpose of 
patent examination is to fashion claims that are precise, clear, correct, and 
unambiguous. Only in this way can uncertainties of claim scope be removed, as much 
as possible, during the administrative process."). 

The broadest reasonable interpretation of the term landing state is clear; landing 
state refers to the state of the drop after it lands. This may include, but is not limited to, 
color, density, size or position. Accordingly, based on the broadest reasonable 
interpretation, Takahashi discloses the relevant limitation. 

Attention is now directed to applicant's written description, page 37, line 26-page 
38, line 1, wherein it is stated that "This dot landing state is equal in printed density to 
95% of an ideal dot landing state". This is the most relevant portion of the written 
description, that clearly uses the term landing state in context. Here, applicant 
distinguishes between landing states by referring to density. Thus clearly, even in light 
of applicant's written description, Takahashi discloses the relevant limitation. 
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Conclusion 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Julian D. Huffman whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2147. The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00a.m. -6:30p.m. Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Meier can be reached on (571) 272-2149. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Julian D. Huffman 
8 January 2006 




